IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff-Appellee,

)
)
) 79-CR-73
)
vs. )
= 0 T )
HAL C. RANKIN, L ED )
)
Defendant-A . ! 2 4Q
efendan ppellant _ JJB!2C1979 %ﬂ”f )
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, inek G, Sitver, Clerk
S MSTRIT COURE
Plaintiff-Appellee,
vs. 79-CR-74

BRIAN D. HUNT,

Defendant—%ppellant.

ORDER

The eloquent prose espoused by the defendants would do
justice to the proscenium upon which once trod the tragicodramatic
Thespian verbalizing logquaciously of ideas and precepts of dissuasion
to the populace in an attempt to obviate the salient points necessary
for circumscription or demarcation.

The defendants-appellants stand convicted before the United
States Magistrate of violation of 40 U.S.C. §318, et seqg. and Title
41 C.F.R. §101-20.304,

This section of C.F.R. provides:

Conduct on property which creates loud or unusual noise;

which unreasonably obstructs the usual use of entrances,

foyers, lobbies, corridors, offices, elevators, stairways,

or parking lots; which otherwise impedes or disrupts the

performance of official duties by Government employees;

or which prevents the general public from obtaining the

administrative services provided on the property in a timely
manner, is prohibited....

b




The issue presented on this appeal, as stated by the
defendants in their brief is "[T]hat conviction should be over-
ruled since the actions in question did not take place in regard
to government employees during the performance of their official
duties and since the defendants were acting within their rights as
citizens at the time of their arrest."

This misdemeanor charge as to each defendant is an excresence
of the discordancy relative to certain hearings before the Nuclear
Regulatory Board, chaired by Mr. Sheldon J. Wolfe, considering the
application for a license by the Public Service Company of Oklahoma
to construct the Black Fox Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and
2.

On February 20, 1979, the dissension between Messrs. Rankin
and Hunt and the Nuclear Regulatory Board culiminated in the two
gentlemen [defendants herein], by means of a metal chain and lock,
obstreperouély tethering themselves to the brace of one of the
swinging doors in a Courtroom located in the United States Courthouse
in Tulsa, Oklahoma.

The actions of Messrs. Rankin and Hunt were precipitated by
an order by the Board, pursuant to a protective order dated January
5, 1975, that the hearing room was to be cleared of the public and
witnesses who had not signed the January 5, 1975, protective order.

The evidence adduced at the non-jury trial of these defendants
reveals that while they were not signatory to said order, it was
their position that the "closed" meeting was illegal, and, being
illegal, the Regulatory Board did not possess the authority of the
prerogative to dispossess them from the hearing chambér.

| The evidence further shows there were no loud noises or
outbursts from these defendants while fettered to the brace of the
swinging door, but it was necessary for the United States Marshals
to cut the chains loose and remove the defendants, thus abating the
hearing from some 10 to 15 minutes. The evidence further shows that
while the public was still exiting the hearing chamber, the defendants

were affixed to the brace aforementioned.
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The defendants' briefs are replete with their philosophiéal
arguments propounding their quintessential political idelogy, which
the Court finds not effacious with respect to the ultimate decision of
this Court in reviewing the evidence on this appeal from the ruling

of the United States Magistrate.
In Cox v, Louisiana, 379 u.s. 536, 574 (1965) the Supreme

Court commented:

»-..We reaffirm the repeated holdings of this Court that
our constiutional command of free Speech and assembly

is basic and fundamental and encompasses peaceful social
protest, so important to the breservation of the freedoms
treasured in a democratic society. We also reaffirm the
repeated decisions of this Court that there is no place
for violence in a democratic society dedicated to liberty
under law, and that the right of peaceful pProtest does not
mean that evervone with Opinions or beliefs to exXpress

may do so at any time and place. There is a proper time and
place for even the most peaceful protest and a plain

duty and responsibility on the part of all citizens to
obey all valid laws and regdlations....(Emphasis supplied)

The fact, if it be a fact, that the defendants disagree with
or consider invalid the particular government business which was then
.being conducted, could not serve to eénlarge the First Amendment rights
which they assert. United States v. Akeson, 290 F.Supp. 212, 217
(USDC Colo. 1968).

Moreoever, the Supreme Court has made it clear in two cases
that those wishing to protest against governmental action or
propagandise their views do not have a constitutional right to do so
whenever and wherever they please. Adderley v. State of Fleorida,

385 U.S. 39, 87 s.Ct. 242, 17 L.Ed.24 149 (1966); Cox v. State of
Louisiana, supra.

It is not an affront [as a matter of law] for one to be ex-
cluded from a federal hearing under the circumstances here present.

This Court does not find a "chilling" of First Amendment rights
as to the instant defendants. Even when governmental property
is generally open to the public, reasonable nondiscriminatory regula-
tion is appropriate to prevent interference with the designated
and infended governmental use thereof. United States v. Cassiagnol,
420 F.2d 868 (4th Cir. 1970), cert.denied 397 U.S. 1044, 90 S.Ct.
1364 (1970).
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With the above cases in mind, and cognizant of the fact that
defendants do not attack the constitutionality of the regulation
here involved, the Court has carefully perused the trial transcript
presented with these appeals, and all briefs submitted.

The factual determination of the Magistrate is supported

by the evidence, and the Court must affirm the judgment of conviction

heréin rendered. United States v. Blanket, 491 F.Supp. 15 (UsDC

WD Okl. 1975); United States v. Pennett, 496 F.2d 293 (10th Cir.

1974); United States v. Tager, 481 F.2d 97 (10th Cir. 1973).
AFFIRMED.

Entered this zézi/gday of (,-,//&/j/kﬁ , 1979,

-BH. DALE COCK,.CHIEF JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
ROBERT JERRY LEE, )
)
Movant, )
) Nos. 79-C-376-D vy
v. : 76-CR-142-B ST ED
)
UNITED STATES QF AMERICA, ) JUN
: 26 1978
Respondent. )
ek G, Silver, Clerk
45, DISTRICT COURT
ORDER

This is the third pro se motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
2255 filed by Robert Jerry Lee challenging his conviction on
plea of guilty to a one-count indictment charging a Dyer Act
in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2312, and sentence November 3,
1976, to three years imprisonment.

In the prior moFions{ Movant challenged the jurisdic-
tion of the federal court to convict him because of dual
state and federal custody. The motion was overruled by
Order dated March 1, 1978, Case No. 77-C-450. 1In Case No.

' 78—8-249, Movant contended no crime under 18 U.S.C. § 2312
was committed because he had authority to drive the car he
was charged with stealing and transporting across state
lines. The motion was overruled by Order dated August 9
1978. These Orders were affirmed on appeal by the Tenth

- Circuit Court of Appeals, United States wv. Lee, Unreported

Nos. 78-1513 and No. 78-1637, respectively, filed February 20,
1979,

In the present motion, Movant presents three conten-
tions: First, his plea was not "totally voluntary" because
he was drunk and in no mental conditon to think and thus
incapable of entering a valid plea of guilty. He further
asserts that he had been drunk for over six months prior to
his plea, and for the first time in this third § 2255 moticon,
_he claims that he was given whiskey while held in the Rogers

County Jail to face both state and federal charges. Second,




Movant contends that no Dyer Act was committed as he was an
employee of the I1lini Motor Company with lawful possession
of the car when it crossed the state line. Third, Movant
contends that the sentence imposed was cruel and unusual as
he is held ﬁearly two thousand miles from his home and
family énd he is an alcoholic receiving no treatment for his
illness.

Movant's first contention that his plea was involuntary
because he was drunk has been previously presented by.a
motion to withdraw plea of guilty pursuant to Rule 32(d),
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. The Judge who took the
plea and imposed the sentence, the Honorable Allen E. Barrow,
deceased, overruled the motion by Order dated July 21, 1978,

in which Judge Barrow stated in Part:

"Movant had been in custody, in jail, in an
alcohol-free environment from his arrest by police
officers in Claremore, Oklahoma, until his appear-
ance in this Court on October 21, 1976, when he
entered his plea of guilty to the Federal charge
herein. He was at all times before this Court in
possession of his faculties and able to understand
and respond to the Court's questions. He was alert
and gave no indication of dull-wittedness, incoher-
ence or intoxication. Movant's plea of guilty was
free, and knowing, it was competently and voluntarily
entered in full compliance with Rule 11, Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure, and constitutional safeguards
as clearly appears of record and from this Court's
memory of the proceedings. . . . Petitioner at sen~-
tencing on November 3, 1976, personally advised the
Court of his alcoholism and requested that his Fed-

eral sentence be run concurrently with his State of
Oklahoma sentences.'

" Movant's motion to withdraw plea of ‘guilty and the Order
overruling were before the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals in
the appeal record of the § 2255 denial in Case No. 78-C-249,
Appeal No. 78-1513, though not addressed by the appellate
court. The prior determination of the allegation based on
Judge Barrow's personal knowledge and memory of the plea and
sentence should not at this time, almost three years after
the conviction, be disturbed on Movant's bald, conclusory
allegation, with no factual support as to when, how, and by

" whom he was given whiskey while in jail from his arrest




October 2, 1976, until his plea to the federal charge on

October 21, 1976. See, Martinez v. United States, 344 F.24d

325 (Tenth Cir. 1965).

The second contention has also been previously deter-
mined adversely to the Movant by Judge Barrow, and that
determiﬁation affirmed by the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals.
This allegation that no Dyer Act was committed need not
again be considered. Sanders v. United States, 373 U.S. 1,
83 S.Ct. 1068, 10 L.Ed.2d 148 (1963); Stephens v. United
States, 341 F.2d 101 (Tenth Cir. 1965) .

The third contention that the sentence is cruel and un-
usual is without merit. The sentence imposed was well
within statutory limits and is not subject to attack on the

ground of severity in a direct appeal or a collateral proceed-

ing. United States v. Winn, 411 F.2d 415, (Tenth Cir. 1969)
cert. denied 396 U.S. 919 (1969). Randall v. United States,

324 F.2d 726 (Tenth Cir. 1963). Further, pursuant to 18
U.5.C. § 3568 and § 4082(A), the Attorney General has the
exclusive power to designate the place where federal sen-

tences shall be served. Stillwell v. Looney, 207 F.2d 359

(Tenth Cir. 1953): Werntz v. Looney, 208 F.2d 102, 103 n. 2

(Tenth Cir. 1953). If Movant seeks to challenge his in-
stitutional treatment rather than the severity of the sentence,
that should be done by petition to the United States District
Court having jurisdiction over the place of incarceration.
Having reviewed the pending motion and the filé, the
Court finds that neither response nor hearing is fequired
and the motion is without merit and should be overruled.
IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 2255 of Robert Jerry Lee be and it is hereby

overruled and dismissed.
7

Dated this :;k: day of June, 1979.

Fred Daugherty /
United States D1str1ct Judge
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United tates District Court .,

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

FYeRLE(5/75)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date e
6 22 79
COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desirec to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,
LXJWITHCOUNSEL L. _._ Charles H. Proeb, Court Appointed . _ _ _ _ _ _ J
{Name of counsel) F I L E
p LX 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L iNOLO CONTENDERE, L ] NOT GUILTY
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
— L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a findingfwprgigt of
L X | GUILTY, U & B
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated ¥itle 18 . U.8.C.,
FINDING & s Section 2312, as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT
-
Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared Lo the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: JFeegeferalareis
N N N I S S o D S o A S D SR S S S B LR S A e e
SENTENCE The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant
OR >is Placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years from this date.
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL In addition to the usual conditions of probation, the defendant
CONDITIONS | 18 to maintain gainful employment, and further he shall be referred
OF to a mental or counseling service to help the defemdant make a more
FROBATION | anlightened determination as to his future.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation sct out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, ]
It is ordercd that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
RECOMMEN.- shal or other qualificd officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
_‘—) : ; THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’ 7 ! 7 / ﬂ’% )
1! ) 1).5. District Judge _/:‘Lﬂxw_ _Méi" M | BY e
H. DALE COOX . ¢ JCLERK
Date 6"22"'79 |- { }DEPUTY

. J U.5. Magistrate



United States of America vs,

DEFENDANT

United ‘tates District Court for

ERICH HENCKE

73~CR~-33-C

DOCKET NO. = |
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

a0- 245 [FEY

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
113
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT |

RECOMMEN-
DATION

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

MONTH DAY YEAR

| ¢ 22 79

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

(X_) WITHOUT COUNSEL

1 WITH COUNSEL

{Name of counsel)

X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L | NOLO CONTENDERE,

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L—-J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
} i Lr \_IH\

u.s. D”‘""”

il

There being a findingéypneiict of

(X | GUILTY.

.r
(}

- Defiendant has been donvicted as charged of the offense(s) of likving violated Title 26, U.S.C.,

“$7206{1), uwmmhzm 3 of the Indiotment.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that ¥BaEIERCIENGL is

The imposition of sentence in Counts 1, 2 and 3 is hereby
suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of

>rour (4) Years from this date; said probation imposed in Counts 2 and 3

to run concurrently with the probation imposed in Count 1.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the penod of probation, and at
any time during the probation penod or within a.maximum probation period of five years permitted by faw, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a vielation occurring during the probat.on period. .

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

-

SIGNED BY

X1 U.s. District Judge

1l J V.5, Magistrate

THIS DATE

B O -3
{ ) CLERK

u| ( )DEPUTY

6-22~79

Date




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

_
—

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATICON
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

—

SIGNED BY

LY U.S. District Judge

L | WU.S. Magistrate

L J WITHOUT COUNSEL

LX | WITi1 COUNSEL

LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

e

United " ‘ates District Court sor

. L NORTHERN DISTRICT QF OKLAHOMA |
JAMES LEON DACUS

DOCKET No. 3= |_79~CR~§3~02 J
JUDGMENT AND PROBATlON/COMMITMENT ORDER

a0-245 [[EE

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

MONTH DAY YEAR

) 6 15 79

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

(Name of counsel)
L S .
w H e

| NOT GUILTY

1a

] NOLO CONTENDERE,
there is a factual basis for the plea,

.
Ay

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findinggreegimt of .
X GUILTY. C

E A

PN

.S,

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, 7 é.:b T

s §656 and 2, as charged in the Informatiom.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrar

wds shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered tham
. . . . of

R I R N A A T i e S 3 I A N o o S o NN o S S I S R R R e N S O

The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
is placed on probation for a period of Two and one-half (2 1/2) Years

>from this date.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation sct out on the
reverse side of this judgment be Imposed. The Court rmay change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the peried of probation, and at

- @ny time during the probation period or within 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may isstue a warrant and revoke

probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

; y : THIS DATE
7 ! -
’ S /l? ‘/K )’—'&j rs /4;.:’{/'}{;% / | BY o .
- { )CLERK
H. DALE COOK ' pDate _£=15-T79 |- ( ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United "tates District Court for

GOUNSEL

PLEA

)

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

MONTH

6

DAY

15

YEAR

79

»—

L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL

However the couwrt advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

iX__| WITH COUNSEL

(Name of counsel}

¥ #
[

&} GUILTY, and the court being satisfied trat NOT GUILT

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L. I NOLO CONTENDERE,

HERI

L1 NGT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/3uibat of
X i GUILTY. o
" |. Defendant has been.convicted as chatied of the offens(s) of Bl violated Ti¥le 18, U.S8.C.,
FINDING & >365£ and 2, s charged ‘in the Information. .
JUBGMENT ) N o . o P R o
L N B T
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything tc say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered thatXEIERIECRIE
SN N Y NN I A I I N T I D T O I O, ot a3 ek
The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
SENTENCE is placed on probation for a period of Pive (5) Years from this date.
OR
PRGBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL | In addition to the usual conditions of probatiom, the defendant
conpDITIONS | 18 o seek psychological or psychiatric guidance and assistance.
OF .
PROBATION ' -
ADDITIONAL . . - _ _ ) . . .
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general eonditions of probation sct out on the
|, reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
oF Y1 iy tifwe dusing the probation periad or within.a maximum probation periad, of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a viqb;tjgn'churripgsdq;iqg;l;he_,,prob‘ar.,?n‘ petigd. o . o . . .
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT | and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- [ ' shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
“h. L
; THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’
LX) u.s, District Judgs By ..

L J U.s. Maglistrate

H. DALE COOK ‘
{

) CLERK
) DEPUTY

Date 6-1’5-79 ]




United States of America vs.

—

United f “ates District Court o
uemmm DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA 3

KENNRTH PARL MoDANIEL a/k/a !EIKO

DEFENDANT
e . e ___I DOCKET NO. P | 79~CR-50~03-C N
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1o 245 @i
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appearcd in person on this date P 6 14 719
COUNSEL | WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thercupon waived assistance of counsel.
1 X_JWITHCOUNSEL __ ... Robert 8. Lowery., Court Appointed _ _ _ _ _ _ ]
{Name of counsel}
e ‘r y -
1L _1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, [ | NOT‘GUILTY -
PLEA there is a factual basis for the piea,
— N L__J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged SRR T
There being a findingloemiitt of
X GUILTY. o
. AR WO
Defendant has been cenvicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated ¥ifle ‘ié s ULBLC.,
FINDING & > Sections 2 and 495, as charged in Count 2 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT ‘ : -
__._;.)
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
wa.s shown or appeared to the court, the court ad]udgcd the defendant guilty as charg.d and convicted and ordered that RERICIEN MR
' R N AT R M IR G [}
Count 2 - The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and
the defandant is placed on probation for a period of
SENTENCE
OR Four (4) Years from this date.
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL In addition to the usual conditions of probation, the defandant
condiTions | is directed to return to school or to obtain gai.nfnl employment.
OF
PROBATIDN
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby urdered that the goneral oonditions of probation sef out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change thc conditions of probation, redu.e or extend the perlod of probation, and at
OF a2ny time during the probation penod or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody ¢f the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMM'TMENT and commitment to the U.5, Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION ’
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY )
K u.s, District Judge ey .
H. DALE COOK ( )CLERK
Date 6~14-79 N { ) DEPUTY

L___I U.S. Magistrate




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

Unitec States Distriet Court ro
MICHAEL CHRISTOPHER KNOTT

L bocKET No. P | 19~CR- 50-02-C )

FYN-213(5/75)]

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINIHNG &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATICN

&szuuCM,atohu\g-d m&.x

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

S

SIGNED BY

X | us. District Judge .

L] W.S. Magistrate

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

YEAR

79

MONTH

6

DAY

14

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

P——

L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

LX) WITH COUNSEL L.

(Name of counsel}

£
\X_1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea,

| i NOLO CONTENDERE,

P s
L__I NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged - T

X & GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged- of the offense(s) of m:l.nq Vioa.im Mﬂe 1& V'.’g C“' WY
%ho Iaﬁi ‘ l‘.. _ ! _
.'-’ ! 'Q?

“the Couxt finds Mt t the t.m mvietim; the dat-m was
19 vears of age and l\ﬁju to. th Youth Correctian Act, but ﬂ\at the
defendant Jdoes not ‘now mﬁ to mmm C

b

There being a findin MRt of

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the cor;trary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adludged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered matw

The imposition of sentencs is hereby suspended and the defendant
is placed on probation for a period of Pour (4) Years from this date.

. In addition to the usuyal conditions of pro l?pt.i.cx;, the defendant
is directed to sither obtain proper gainful employment 4r attend
some vocational school so that he can learn a trade and support

hd 1f. w : - ahe B0V

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered thit the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed, The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at
any time .during the probation period or within a maximum probatron period of five years permttted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violatiog ocs:urnngdurmg the probatmn penqd : . g

T - + DRI N .
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It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

)

] BY e e e

m COOK — 6-14~79 { )}CLERK

Date ] { ) DEPUTY

H.




United States of America vs. o United Scates District COurt for

. PABLO MARTINEI-CERESANTOS | | MNORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
. DEFENDANT
: b o o 1 DOCKET NO. P | 79-CR-76~C {

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER .0 205070

- In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH. DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 6 1 79

COUNSEL L} WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

; L X} WITHCOUNSEL __ _ _ _ Exic E. Andersom, Court Appointed J
] {Name of counsel} s
-E:‘M '} b
PLE X} GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that . | | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
ﬁ L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/seaigx of x
L2 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having wviolated Title 8, U-é.é:;
FINDING & \ Section 1326, as charged in the Indictaent.

JUDGMENT

Sy

-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: JSRCSfIREONRIE

P NN T, BN I L S L S A AL L L. .

“

mmghgunofmmummm,mm
. . SENTENCE defendant is placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years

T " op p from this dsts.
|
' PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL Iin addition ‘to the usual comditions of probatiom, the defendant
CONDITIONS is ordered to return ox be returmed to Nexios, and that he not re-
OF anter the United States again illegally.
PROBATION
[
i
i
- ADDITIONAL
: CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
E reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation; reduce or extend the périod 'of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
3 PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period,
>The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

MMI
cF?ECOI.ﬂrhr:g:T . and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
DATION - shal or other gualified officer.
—_— A
. CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
LX) U.5, District Judge . ) THIS DATE
5 s
X ‘ i . £ ) s
| | U.S. Magistrate ’ e A _ rl.‘f f {"\ - A A o l BY
H. DALE COOK { )CLERK

Date a1 1-'!! | { ) DEPUTY
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= SPECIAL

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United S¢ates Distriet Court o

pockeT no. Jom|___TI=CR~66~C ]

— i — e — r— — r— —

AQH-245 (6/74)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
s ORDER

CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

—_

SIGNED BY

LX) u.s, District Judge

| ] U.S. Magistrate

DAY

YEAR

79

MONTH

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

P

L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appownted by the court and the defendant thercupon waived assistance of counsel.
LXIWITHCOUNSEL  L__ _ _ _ Dowglas Bighop, Retmined = _ 3

{(Name of counsel}

X | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

l | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY

L___J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
X GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 8, U.S8.C.,

There being a finding/vaEinEsf

> Section 1324(a) (2), as charged im the Iadiotment.

It is the finding of the Court that the Jdafendant is the age of
21 years, subjest to the Youth Coxvection Act, and it is the furthex
fiading of the Court that the dafandsnt would not derive approgxiate
henefit from the Yenth Coxrxectiom Ast. _

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause t6 the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: TIRIENENNIREX

B T L L S L R

ch 4 8 & kb o2V

The imposition of seatence is hareby and the defendant
is placed on probation for a period of Four (4) Years from this date.

FILED
JH 81979

Jatk C. Sitver, Clark
U. . CISTRICT o6

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reducé of extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximumn probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. Y

T Ay

*,

g o {t is ordered that the Cerk deliver
- a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

.
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
y THIS DATE
’ e Lol gl A B R —
( JCLERK
H. DALE COOK - .
Date E ] fd ( ) DEPUTY




United States Distriet Court or

- United States of America vs. -
_ _ _JOSE MERCED MEDRANO-CNAVEL _ ;, | WORTEERN DISTRICY OF OXLAROMA |
. DEFENDANT
' b o o o o e —— e e —al DOCKET NO. 3| 7"“‘.2"3 1
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER a0 256
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 6 7 79

COUNSEL L_J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

_ X, WITHCOUNSEL. __ _ _ __ _ %xic E. Anderson, Court AP?!W I
= TLELD

PLEA L X1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___|NOLO CONTENDERE, L _INOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, SN 2197y
L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged .
Jack C. Silver, Clark

There being a finding /SRR of s
‘ LX) GUILTY. U. S. DISTRICT COuins
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawving violated Title 18, U.8.C.,

FINDING & g §911, as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
s was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Thpadafurtanmic

f e tr BoRoe iy o W oh b

R

ﬂoiqositimn!mmumwwmh!aﬁnt

senTence | 38 placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years from this date.

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL In addition to the usual conditions of probation, the dafemdant

CONDITIONS | oxdered tO return
OF without
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation sct out on the

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation im.posed above,
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or ektend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period ofr within 2 maximum probation period of five ycars permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION Lprobation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
OATION - shal or other qualified officer.
- S
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
L—X u.s. District Judge, _ _ S THIS DATE
’ . . T ,'{ i
. ‘ ' P R /f(
e 1 U.S, Magistrate L g A s ey ) oBY e e —
H. DALE COOK " { ) CLERK
Date 6~7-718 J { ) DEPUTY




